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Db. Sept. Severus is likewise Out OI tne 
question 
1.) NO evidence to this ertrect at 


all 


2.) His relationships with tne Jews 


woula preclude sucn generosity 
5. Later nistory oft Capernaum 
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With tne time of greatest prosperity 
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synagogue? 
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THE EXCAVATIONS AT THE SITE OF TELL HUM 


‘ae Introduction 


1. Short Outline of Capernaum's History. One of the 
most important of all the Gospel sites is that of 
gapercsume This city is the scene of many of the 

most important narratives in the New Testament con- 
nected With the history, of, our Lord.. Here he was in 
residence for some time, udng this city as the center 
for a long and vigorous period of activity in Galilee. 
At tbe, opening. of the first century A.D., this, was, one 
of the most opulent of the Galileean towns, possessing 
one of the notable synagogues of the whole region.© 

The country round about was noted for its richness and 
its flourishing condition; wheat seems to have been the 
most important product of the region, though almost all 
agricultural produce, according to Josephus, found favor- 
able soil and climate rere The town itself contained 
a large population and was considered by the Roman gov- 
ernment of enough importance to be made one of the seats 
for collection of the Ne ak 

aes er 

cf. Sec, 2° on the name Orfali, Capharnaum et 


Ses Ruines, p. 2 also Merrill, Galilee in the Time of 
eoriecs Pp. 49, 50; 110, 111 


or 


Ny 


"Wars TII.-10-8 oehonson, The Land and 
the Book, Volume on Central Palestine and Phoenicia 
Bae OTe 
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Thirty years or less after her prosperity, Caper- 
naun had fallen into complete decay. The evidence for 
_this is not profuse, but there is nothing to contradict 
Sucn @ conclusion. Josephus was carried there after 
having been injured, and he refers to the place as a 


/ 
KOM or village. 


This was also, by this same evidence, 
not considered «2s adequate for anything but an emergency 
station, for as soon as Josephus was able, he was removed 
from there to the larger town, which figures in the account 
of his life, called Taptyaras * Vigr fen MFveves HRS: this 
sudden decline may have been due to an earthquake, common 
in these regions, but more probably to the course of events 
in ie ee. The creation and patronage of the rival city 
of Tiberias, whose site was fully as favorable as that of 
Capernaum, and possibly the moral degeneracy of Capernaun 
herself, coupled with the continual devastation of the coun- 
eryside in the wars of 7Q to’ 132 A.D.,.-- these are more 
probable ee a The region was destroyed and depopulated 
by Vespasian and Titus and subsequently there was no tax- 


5 


gatherer here at all. 


Until the fourth century, only Jews were allowed to 
live here; after that, the population seems to nave pecome 


entirely heterogeneous. We know but little of the Christian 


1 / Sein sha areas 
vote: “sec. 72°( "2 Kopio-O WV cts weep Kepapvewnor Ac yerperqe” ) 
m4 
“op. dit. “orfali, Ibid p. 2 
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Gnurch which was supposed to have been built nere, on 
the site of the house of Peter, except 
not have been built before the year 352. 
that after the first century, Capernaum escaped ravage 


and pillage, but that, in all likelihood, earthquakes 


were responsible for putting both church and synagogue 


in ruins between 665 and 667 A.D. There is abundant 


evidence of this, although no Writing regarding it.t 


From the eighth century on, 


sunk into comolete oblivion, 
concerning it, 


fact. 


2. Description rofethe Site.) Et 
note that the commonly accepted 
this town is probably 


spelled two ways 


great mass of the 


in later literature, 


inaccurate 


Minor manuscripts; 


the village seems to have 


the only mention ever found 


testifying to this 


is perhaps worthy of 
form of spelling for 


. The gospels have the 


/ / 
,Natepvaovup and Rafapvaoup . 


former is favored by the Alexandrian manuscript and 


the «Latt er «ts 


favored by the Sinaitic and the Vatican manuscripts, as 


well as the Godex Bizae and the 


ton Manuscript. 
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Srfabtpslbiad, tps GuAfter-the 
probably returned and remove 
counts for the paucity of s 


eal findings. 
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Grtsii, Ibid, Pp.. 6,7 
je Gapharnaum," in the 
Society, Vol. VIII, 
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Abel has made a thorough study of the two ways of spelling 

the name and comes to he conclusion, as others have before 
nf 

him, that the second of the two ways is to be preferred. 

His summary statement of the matter is: 

La forme Kabapvaougs | qui a pour elle non 
seulement l'autorite de wwenérable onciaux du Ive 
Siecle, mais aussi son équivalence dans l'hébreu 
talmudique et dans les transcriptions de la grande 
majorite des versions du Nouveau Testament, cette 
forme a trop de garanties pour ne pas @tre génuine. 

In addition to the manuscript md literary evidence 
which this author transcribes to demonstrate his position, 
4 
he finds support for the theory that Kapapvaougs: is the 
older spelling in the apparatus of Westcott and Hort md 
Ofte von ( Soden. 
4 7 

Hn resume, ainsi qu'il ressort.des apparats 
de Westcott-Hort et de von Soden, 1' orubograpne 
Kandovaocep, est une forme syrienne qui s'oppose 
a le forme ézypto- palestinienne primitive. 

He believes that even Josephus may be considered to 
enforce the reading as he has it. It is undoubtedly true 
that in the reference in the Wars the word has an unmistak- 


able on atunayt. the reading in the Life may be shown to be 


merely a variant of the same spelling, and an artificial, 


Ewing in the Article "Capernaum" in Hastings Dictionary 
Gfithe Bible} Vols dap. 350d; also Smith, in his Article 
“Gapernaum"” in the Encyclopedia Biblica, Vol. I. p. 696a 
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not a real divergence.? Altogether, althougn it cannat 

be said to be provenithat the correct spelling is Kapapracey 
the weight of the testimony certainly inclines that way, 
and the burden of scholarly opinion lends its weight to 
such a conclusion. This is an important consideration to 
be borne in mind in a cond deration of the relation of 

the past name, and its meaning, to the present name and 
its signification. 

Jerome propounded the theory that the original He- 
brew words which were compounded to make tne name, Kapnar 
and nahum, meant either "The Field of Consolation" or else 
"The Beautiful Field." This is retaining the literal spell- 
ing and sense of the first component, but doing some slight 
violence to the second. It seems more reasanable to do a 
small bit of violence to the first component and retain the 
second more exactly es Kephar Nahum, or village of Nahua. 
Abel objects to a belief that the second part of the name 
is the name of the founder or some famous personage con- 
nected with the place, but the name appears more intelli- 
gible as "villege" or something, wiich is certainly more 


e It is unfortunate that we have 


in accord with known usage. 
nothing.more .certain-onothisrpoint, for could it be estab- 
lished that the original name did bear tne connotation of 
"village of Nahum" it would not be difficult to demonstrate 


a vital connexion between that fact and the comparatively 
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, | 
lvita, Sec. 72 Abel, Ibid, Pp. 27-29; cf. 
Modern use of Kefr in village names. 
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recent tradition which gives the site of Tell Hum its 
mame. As will be noted in another connexion, at the 
very least, there seems a much closer etymological con- 
nexion between these two than there is between the name 


Kepharnaum and any other present-day site. 


The identity of any historical character named 
Nahum or Neakhum in connexion with thesite of Capernaun, 
cannot be established earlier than the sixteenth century. 
And this identification is made with the name of Rabbi 
Tankhum, whom tradition credits with having given his 
name to the present site of Tell Hum.” This tomb lies 
about a quarter mile to the north of the shore-line. It 
has been smggested by Christie that the name of Tell 
Hum may be a corruption of the Greek TeAcsvioe LEetin, 
Telonium), or tax-collectors'place. This might gather 
weight from the fact that the site is not properly a 
fel At All, but a, khirbet” or flat) ruin, and from the 
known fact that Capernaum was tne seat of tax-collections 
in the time of Christ. However,.the History of the place 
would preclude such an assumption, for it would be less 
reasonable that first century tradition about a place 
should give it its twentieth century name than that the 


first century name should carry on through and reappear 


er a RS SIN, 
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lpor convenience, the common spelling, Capernaum, will 
be retained throughout this article. 


MD 

"heel. tbid, Pp. se154; af. aleo, Orfali, Ibid, p.7, 
Sanday, Article "Capernaum" in Hastings Dictionary of 
Christ and the Gospels, Vol.I.p.269a, and Masterman, 
chapter entitled "Capernaum" in his Studies in Galilee,p.73 
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in the corrupted form of Tell Hum. The eviience of the 
rabbinical writings seems to favor the derrivation from 


1. 
Tankhum, also. 


Tell Hum is the most easterly of all the formerly 
inhabited sites on the north and west banks of the Lake 
of Gennesaret, sitting at the exact center of the north 
bank, The place commands a beautiful view of the Lake 
and the surrounding mountains. This situation was like- 
wise a commanding one from the commercial point of view, 
for the location of the city made it the crosdng for nu- 
merous trade routes between Damascus, the Plain of Esdra- 
elon, and the Mediterranean ane The ruins here snow 
the town to have been of considerable extent, running 
from the borders of the Lake of Tiberias’a little to the 
south of the Wady Kerazeh to & spot approximately one and 
four-fifths miles to the southwest of the upper Jordan. 
They measure c. three-fifths of a mile in length by a 


trifle more than 1300 feet in. #4abh.* The main street ran 


Poiristte, Article "Tell Hum the Site of Capernaum" in the 
Glasgow University collection, Studii Semitica et Orientalia. 
Cf. also Duncan's article "The Sea of Tiberias and [ts En- 
virons" in the Palestine Oriental Society Quarterly State- 
ment for Jan. and April 1926, p.74; also, Masterman, Ibid,p.73 


“or. Orfali, Ibid, p. 2. This description of Capernaum would 
hold true even though not Tell Hum. However, it is indubit- 
able that that site fits these known facts better than any 
other. 2It 18 understood, of course, that the terms, 
Lake of Tiberias, Lake of Gennesaret, Laxe of Galilee, and 
Sea of Galilee, are all synonymous. 


o— Orfali, Ibid p.8ff for a more complete description of 
the site 
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north to Chorazin, two and three-eighths miles; one and 
five-eighths miles to the west lies et-Tabighah, formerly 
Beptapagon,~ and in a straight line slightly less than a 
mile to Khan Minye--very nearly two miles, nowever, by 
road.” Thus, by road, Tell Hum is considerably nearer to 


et-Tabighan than is el-Miny#. 


vouristie, TUL eeoPwolt 
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These other sites will be discussed at greater length in 
the following chapter on the identification of the site. 
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E@ea TheWlaentification* of ithe. site 


1. Possibilities other than Tell Hum. That Capernaum 

was on the East side of the Lake, is a theory that has 
been definitely abandoned? There is no evidence to 
Support such a view, and there is every evidence to show 
that it must have been somewhere in the vicinity of the 
northwest banks of the Sea of Galilee. Ain el-Mudawwara, 
wonich is over a mile and a half from the shore, is obvious- 
ly out of the question, for Capernaum must have been at 
least near the shore. Mejdel gives every indication of 
peing the site of the ancient Magdala, and for other 
reasons is not a good possibility. The elimination of 
these possibilities leaves Khan Minye, nm el-Miny#, and 
Tell Hum as the two remaining contenders. And, of these 
two, I believe it may be said witnout fear of contradic- 
tion, that the majority of modern scholarship favors the 

> 


2 4 
latter as the true site. Ewing,” Smith,~ and Moore, § are 


the only authorities, of those consulted in the present 


study, who favored Khan Minye consistently. Sanday, and 
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Chnietiie, heidyrp. 3S Poid, 2518 


smith, Ibid, p. 697b; also his Historical Geography of 
the Holy Land, p. 456 
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Mecalist er seem to waver,- But the undeviating testimony 


rr 2 3 2 5 
of Kohl and Watzinger,” Masterman,~ Munk, Orfali,~ and 


6 


Thomson~ all may be said to be in favor of Tell Hum. To 


these should be added Meisterman, Oehler, W. Symachus, who, 


with Masterman are cited by orfali.’ 


Those who believe that el-Miny# is the correct site, 
base their contentions on three main lines of argument. 
Perhaps the doughtiest combatant in this field is a supposi- 


‘tion based on the description of Capernaum as given by 


\ A / 

Josephus. This writer said: "Kac anyy SrapSerat Youipwtaty , 
/ = - 

Kadpapracep adayor Caen peor cadouoww "7 Thus, it is contended 


gene.) Sacred Sites of the Gospels, p. 47 and also nis 
article, already dted in Hastings Dictionary of Christ 

and the Gospels, p. 2698; Cf. Macalister, Artisle "Caperna- 
um" in Hastings I. Vol. Dictionary of the Bible, also nis 
article of the same title in the Encyclopedia Brittanica. 


2 
Antike Synagogen en Galilaea, p. 5 


dy / 
ria, o. 89 Palestine, Description Geo- 
graphique, Historique, et Archeologique, p. 34 
6 
*Thid, p. 74 Ibid, Pp. 428, 429 Trpid, p. 111 


8 
Wars, III.-10-8 


MBegides being favored by its genial air, the country is 
watered by a highly fertilizdne spring, called by the in- 
habitants Capharnaum." Translation of the adition of H. 
St. J. Thackeray. 
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that Tell Hum, which is a waterless site, cannot be taken 

to be the place, but rather some site where there is waier 
to be found. Thus, it is claimed, that el-Miny# fits the 
description, for there is water here. It is not quite cer- 
tainly agreed as to what the spring at this place is. Dr. 
Robin@n tries to make 'Ain et Tiny the fountain, and thus 
translates TIX Yevipetary as a highly potable ae 
realizing, of course that ‘Ain et Tiny is not nearly bigh 


: Most authorities agree 


enough for irrigation purposes. 
that the fountain meant by Josephus, however, must be et- 
Tabighah, for Dr. Robinson's translation is unique and ex- 
tremely forced. No other fountain seems large enough or 
correctly situated. It has already been noted that ina 
straight line, this fountain is less than a mile from Khan 
Minye,° and it is therefore considered that this is the 
fountain meant by Josephus and Khan Minye must be the site 
of Gapernaun.- 
The second principal line of argument for this site 
is based on the comparison of supposedly parallel accounts 
from John and Matthew. In John 6:17, it says that the dis- 
Ciples entered into a boat to go over the cea evs Kadapvaoup 


The account goes on to say that they rowed five and twenty 


furlongs and found themselves at the land. The alleged 


Ithomson, Ibid, p. 428 eof. above, p. 8 


? 50 Bwing, Ibid, p. 3515 
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parallel to this account is found in Mt. 14:34, where 
it says that the disciples arrived ime ayy yiir ets 
Pevvnoaget - By putting the two together, it is 
found that Capernaum must have been in the Plain of 
Gennesaret. Undeniably, Tell Hum cannot be considered 
as lying in the Plain of Gennesaret, but el-Miny# can. 


This argument favors the latter site, therefore. 


Smith and Christie? place a good deal of weight on 
the documentary evidence, most of which lies in an ety- 
mological construction of the word "Minim," the name ap- 
plied to the Jewish Christians who were supposed to dwell 
in Capernaum. This word, they believe to have been alter- 
ed into the present corrupted form, Miny#¥. Added to tnis 
is the testimony of Quaresimus, writing many centuries 
after the death of Christ. These, then, are the principal 


reasons which point to el-Miny# as the site of Capernaun. 


In answer to this, it must be again recalled that 
although et-Tabighah is not quite a mile from Khan Minye 
ina straight line, yet it is nearly two by road, and there 
is no other connection between these two places. On tne 
other hand, there are still unmistakable signs of acque- 
ducts leading both west and east from et-Tabighan, and one 


to within but a few paces of Tell Hum, as shown by the 
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1 Byitie, Thid, p. 351¢; Smith, Hist. Geog., p. 456 
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pillars and piers.t As has been shown, Dr. Ribinson's 
idea of considering the spring at el-Miny# itself as the 
one mentioned by Josephus, is out of the question. Even 
were it high enougn, it is far too small to be given 
Special notice by Josephus above every other feature of 
the place. Ht-Tabighah, on the other hand, in every way 
seems to fit with Josephus's description.“ In the last 
analysis, the reference of Josephus is rather vague and 
indecisive, for he says that the spring was called caphar- 
naum, not the town near it, nor does he mention the town at 


SLi. 


The tying together of the two gospel narratives made 
not a very hardy argument even in its most convincing fora, 
Peebriteteamet tobe justified,at all. on the grounds ofa 
careful translation. For Matthew's "to the land of Gennesar- 
et" is not to be made the Plain of Gennesaret, and the Land 
of Gennesaret was a term much more inclusive, taking ina 
large portion of the north and west shores of the Léke.” 
Furthermore, the passages were unfortunately quoted from 
the point of view of those who would prove the identity of 


Khan Minye, for the reference in John, immediately brings 


our attention on the five and twenty or thirty furlongs. 
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lonristie, Ibid, p. 14; el-Miny# is separated from et- 
Tabighah by the hill Tell ‘Orem. 
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Since the lisciples started from some point on the snore 
of el-Batina, the place where they arrived could easily 
have been Tell Hum, but not possibly Khan Minye, for the 


Letters et Least ‘fifty furlongs distant. ~ 


Smith's and Ewing's argument from the etymological 
Significance of the word "Minim" seems a fragile one at 
best and hardly seriously to be considered. Just why the 
epithet applied to Jewish Christians here should have come 
to-b e’ applied to the town’ itself is problematical, to say 
the least. Furthermore, Christie has a far more plausible 
suggestion as to the derivation of the name el-Miny#; he 
has pointed out that Muny# is the Arabic diminutive of the 
word Mint or harbour, and this is in keeping with small 
harbour-works found on this piey.® in any case, tie force 
of this-argument can be sa@id to be purely negative. As for 
the only other piece of Literary testimony brougnt forward, 


g 


that of Quaresimus, he probably never visited the site. 


On the other hand, the documentary evidence discover- 


ed and examined by Christie seems to point overwhelmingly 


to Tell Hum as the correct site. | The testimony of Eusebius 
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Gf A Christie's digctission, Pp. 23-27 


Gf. Christie's discussion, Pp. 23-27 
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seems to leave little doubt. His description of Capernaum 
itself, Kaba pvacey. napa aH Vevvqoapitw depen. rats 
Cra cantik KOOP ev 1H Padidaca TOV SOUR ev Opwts ZaGou- 
Now Kae Ne@Oa herp seems somewhat vague and indefinite.? 
This isa reference to Mt. 14:13, which is itself a quotation 
from Isaiah 9:1. What were the limits of the Zebulon and 
Naphtalie regions has not been determined. This quotation 
does, however, rule out any selection of a site in the hills, 
and not near the Lake. The passage in the Gospels regarding 
Sapernaum's being “exalted unto Heaven"“has been taken to 
indicate that it must have been a high site. Anything more 
than a casual glance at this passage will convince one that 
the interpretation is extremely forced on the face of it, 
but the fact that Capernaum must have been very near the 

Lake leaves no room for such an idea. The final damnation 
of this theory is: found in John 2:12, where Jesus and his 
disciples go DOWN to Capernaum from cana. ( Meta Too TO KaTe- 
By ets are pice wee -)o Im the reference of Eusebius: to 


Cchorazin, we get a more definite testimony. This is correct- 


/ t . . 
ed by Jerome to read Xweakee. ica pery 7148 TadsAatas. Ww = 
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lonomastica Sacra, Edition of Pauli de Lagurdi, under tle 
Letter K of the Kingdoms. “Capharnaum. Near the Lake of 
Gennesaret. Down to now it is still a village in Galilee 
of the nations in the Zebulon and Naphtali regions." (This 
is "Galilee of the Gentiles" of Mt. 4:15,(Is.9:1)) 
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KX ero tos tod\avif_er «ata to cvayyeAov. Kat vov égtty Epy}pos §reora@ca 
an Q ( ay * 
THs Kagaprooups onpecos 1B . If Chorazin, whose site is known, 
were two miles from Capernaum, then el-Miny#-is out of the 
Question, for it is a great deal further than tnis.* 

Kohl and Watzinger point out the importance of the 
evidence of Petrus Diaconus, who is the only witness in 
the whole mass of literary testimony, who makes mention 
of the synagogue on the site. 

Illuc est et synagoga, en qua Dominus 
demoniacum curavit, ad quam per gradus multos 
ascenditur; quae synagoga ex lapidibus qua- 
dratis est facta. 

The steps mentioned by Diaconus have been laid 
bare at Gapernaum, leading up to the terrace in front 
of the facade. It is to be noted that this architectural 


feature is peculiar to the synagogue at Tell Hum. 


Gokiesasraas collected the following additional 
literary evidence: Theodosius evidmtly thought that 
Tell Hum was the site; the description of Pilgrim Arcul- 
fus seems rather to favor it, also; likewise we may add 
the testimony of Willebald, Fetellus, John of Wuertz- 


burg, and the anonymous Pilgrim VI. of the leith century; 
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tibia, under the letter X from the Gospels 
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ai ei tpids Pp. 13-16 “Kohl and Watzinger, Ibid, 
p. Christie, Ibid, Pp. 19-27 
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Burchard, Ricolodo, Marino Sanuto (in a map), possibly 
John Poloner, and Cotovicus all seem to advocate Tell 
Hum; Nan and Pococke may be added to this list. The 
mention by some of these of the tombs of Nahum and 
Rabbi Tanhoum are likewise indicative of Tell Hum, for 


the latter at least is strongly reputed to lie near the 


Finally, if Tell Hum were not to be considered as 
Capernaum, what place it it? Except for the ruins of 
Tiberias, these are the largest of any on the Lake, and 
thus Sanday's suggestion that Tell Hum might represent 
a branch settlement from Tiberias founded sometime after 
toe birth of Shrist,“is not at all satisfactory. Sum a 
large settlement would certainly have been noted by some 
writer; yet there is not a shred of evidence to this ef- 
fect. It coild not have been Tarichea, (Pliny's evidence 
is against this) and Rabbinical evidence is too strong 
for associating Tanhoum with Capernaum.” Thus, to call 
el-Miny# Gapernaum would be to leave the second largest 
ruins on the whole Lake unexplained. 

The fact that Capernaum was in Christ's time a city, 


a military station, and a taxing center? all indicate a 
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place of some pretensions. The ruins of el-Miny# are 
not at all extensive and certainly do not fit the de+ 
scription of Capernaum nearly so well as do those at 
TeLL Hun. Thomson's aggestion that Khan Minye may 
have been the seat of a Roman garrison, and thus really 
a branch settlement from Capernauns is far more plaus- 
ible than the suggestion that a town whose ruins are so 
extensive as those at Tell Hum was a branch settlement 


from Tiberias. 
1 ' 
Christie, Ibid, Pp. 13-16 


“Thomson, Ibid, Pp. 429-430 
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III. The Excavations 


es Hieterysof these, Like so many sites of Palestine, 
that of Tell Hum has suffered immensely through not hav- 
ing been the particular care of some responsible person 
or group from the beginning, sm that what work was done 
could be very carefully recorded and the entire site 
protected from spoiliation. <A very superficial excava- 
tion under Charles Wilson in 13066 only served to expose 
the site oto the depredations of the Bedui, and many of 
the stones were used in local buildings and houses. This 
did not stop until the Custodie de Terre-Sainte gained 
possession of the land in 1894, after prolonged negotia- 
tions. For protection, the site was covered with earth, 
and trees and other things planted upon it, until furtnoe 


work could be done. 


In 1905, professors Henry Kohl and Carl Watzinger 
directed excavations for the Deutche Orient-Gesellschaft, 
but only enough to show the correct ground-plan of the 
pbuilding. (Wilson's surmise as to the probable ground- 
plan was far off.)* The weather told against more extens- 
ive work so that they were unable to complete tneir plans. 
It is to be noted that this expedition of Kohl's and 


Watzinger's was not longer than thirty-three days et the 


lor, Kohl and Watzinger, Ibid, p. 5; for a complete des — 
scription of the excavations, see Orfali, Ibid, Pp. 12-66 
and 103-105. “Konl and Watzinger, Ibid,Pp.1-5 
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site of Capernaum.+ The Franciscan Fathers (Les Peres 
Franciscans) then continued the work under the direction 
of Vendelin Hinterkeuser, and it nas been in their nands 
down to the present time. Hinterkeuser's able assistant 
seems to have been Pere Orfali but it is not exactly clear 
just what relationship existed between the director of 

the work and the recorder of the results. Certain it is 
that Orfali had the more permanent connection, for he 

was associated with the work down to the very time of 

his death. 

Up till the eve of the Great War, the excavations 
had progressed far. The lateral nave and the west zone 
contiguous to the synagogue were unearthed. The beauti- 
ful west wall of the edifice, nearly ten feet high, Was 
excavated along its entire length. There were discover- 
ed traces of a basalt street thirteen feet wide, passing 
by the.west wall, and a row of Jewish houses. Orfali 
suggests that these were probably the homes of Jewish 
workmen employed in the mills and wine-presses, discov- 
ered within the synagogue area. A beautiful unloading 
room, backing on the synagogue was excavated at the 
northwest corner of it. This was mostly constructed of 


lime-stone, and the basalt stairs to the women's gallery 
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lkohl and Watzinger, Ibid, p. 2 
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went up on three sides of it. 


A vast quantity of archi- 
tectural pieces emerged, a quantity of coins, none of 
them Jewish, and numerous glass vases and jars, probably 
for liturgical purposes. Not one of the bases of the col- 
umns in the outer sanctuary was found to have remained in 
place, but one lone column, about fifteen feet in height ,© 
was left intact, lying beside its still perfect double 


capital. Lintels and roof tiles, both somewhat fragment- 


ary, were discovered in numbers. 


On the eve of the Great War, promising discoveries 
were made at the South of the site, the south side of an 
octsgonal edifice together with a long piece of floral 
mosaic, having been unearthed. Fhen the work was stopped, 
of necessity, and not continued till the l2th of May, 1921, 
when it was resumed at the same place. A concentric octagon 
with walls seven and a half feet from those of the first 
Octagon, and a bit laterra third concentric octagon with a 
yet more beautiful mosaic were discovered. Some other frag - 
ments of masonry, sOme more round flat tiles, and some 
pieces of marble were likewise uncovered here. At tnat 
time, the relation of this triple octagon to the main struc- 


ture, the synagogue, was not discovered. 


a a er a a SAREE PEED SEE ERR SEE SE RR SS SSSR RRS SESSA RS RRS SS ARR ASE SR 


G7, Blate Tt. 


Measurement s were given in centimeters, but for the 
convenience of English readers given here in feet. 
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Ground Plan 


Up until this point, although the complete ground 
plan had been laid bare, and the structure of much of 
the ground work had been determined, only fragments of 
the synagogue had been discovered; from now on, these 
became more and more numerous. Pieces of the front of 
the facade, trunks of columns, friezes, capitals, lintels, 
and so forth, and door mountings, often in basalt, were 
found. Other discoveries have been sufficient to make 
possible: thes theoretical, reconstruction of the outline of 
the great structure, although one important angle has 
been lost. The actual work which has been done in recon- 
struction will be considered below. The last thing done 
was the clearing of the east Court and the great stair- 


way. 


Orfali, shortly.before his death, was still at work 
on the attempted reconstruction of the synagogue in the 
actual stone with which it had originally been built, so 
far as this was in any way complete. This was a monu- 
mental task, as he himself realized, but at the time of 
his death, the north wall and the first row of pillars 
were practically spapiete.- The biggest obstacle in tne 
1 articze "The Archaeological Sites Visited by the Recent 
International Archaeological Congress in Syria and Pales- 
tine" in the Palestine Exploration Fund Quarterly State- 
ment for July 1926, p.123; for a photograph of the recon- 


struction work, sce Fig. 4, facing page 122 in the same 
issue, 
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way of this reconstruction was the immense loss of stones 
and pieces incurred by the long period of exposure suffer- 
ed by the ruins. Likewise, vandalism has ruined many of 
the finest pieces to a degree that it is frequently almost 
impossible to discern what they were.- Masterman believes 
that many of the lime-stone pieces have been lost to the 


eo 


lime-kiln.” Orfali says: 


/ / 

En resumee, des materiaux de la cour orjentale 
nous ne possedons gue la dixieme partie et générales 
ment assez maltraite par les chercheurs de tresors. 
His conclusion is that only a third of the original 

materials of the court remain in a condition rendering 

4t usable for reconstruction purposes, and all the rest 
either mutilated or lost; a total reconstruction will 
never be possible. He strongly advocated, nowever, carry- 


ing the work as far as possible. 


2. Description ofethe Ruins: The synagogue, with the 
court, form a sort of trapezoid, with the parallel sides 
on the North and South, and the slanting side of the court 
on the Hast. The synagogue itself is a rectangle measur- 


ing approximately 80 by 61 ft. in dimensions, and like all 


4 
known synag@ ues, oriented to the North and South. lt was 


eS 


sorfali, pin, p. LO “Masterman, Studies, p. 74f 
eeeral i, Pye, “py 19 For the complete ground-plan, 
ef. Plate’. 
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constructed of beautiful white limestone, capable of re- 
ceiving a high polish; all the cut stones in this material 
came from the quarries of the Wady Haman. Only the sub- 
bases of the outside wall-columns and the rag-stom, in 
the main building, are of basalt. The average thickness 
of the wall was two feet, and it was divided into panels, 
all the way around, by hnalf-pillars. Toe unloading room 
measured on the outside ec. seventeen feet square. ie 
Open sanctuary of the East was 43 ft. on the north side, 
by 8&8 ft. on the east side, by 36 ft. on the south side, 


by 80 ft. on the westerly side. 


Along the east and west siije, two rows of stone 
benches were built in, similar to the benches found to 
occur in other synagogues. There was found the seat of 
honor with the head of Medusa or of Helios on the arm. 
The women's gallery, reached by the outside stairway, nas 
already been noted. The main room of the synagogue Was 
divided into three naves by a triple row of Doric columns 
ranged along the north, east, and west sides of tne room. 
These were c. 14 ft. high over all. Corinthian nalf- 
columns lined the callery wall, and enough of these have 
been dug up to prove that there were.mural columns and a 
colonnade on the North as well as the East and West. The 
frieze and entabliture were elaborately carved. 


qertain peculiarities of construction are worthy of 
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notice. At the northeast and northwest corners of the 
colonnade, were angular double pillars heart-shapes in 
eross section. All of the pillar bases were of massive 
construction, all in one block, 4 ft. 1 in. high; the 
columns were 12 ft. 8 in.; the capitals e@ ft. 4 "fy y bite 
architrave with the frieze 3 ft., and the corniche 1 ft. 
4 in., making a total height for the first floor Or -CF-25 
ft. The walls were plastered, especially on the north 
partition, to a thickness sometimes of two incnes or more. 
The plaster polished like marble, but there is no trace 
of mural painting except on the South, where there are 
traces of some done in red and black. But it is as use- 
less to try to make out the motif as it is to try to dis- 
cern the motif of the fragments of stucco relief which 


have been found. 


The eitar-paviliion measured about 15 ft. 4 in. by 
oft. 9 in. high at the peak. It is interesting to note 
that this was built squarely in front of the central 
door, which was thus rendered completely useless. the 
outer facade was divided into three parts by the demi- 
columns, the center panel one-third again as large as 
the two side panels. The doors here measured 4 tt. me es 
across, having beautifully carved lintels, with palms, 


beasts, eagles, and acanthus leaves worked into various 
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schematic designs. There seems to have been a great 
spread eagle on the lintel over the central door, but 
this is one of the things that vandalism has nearly 
effaced. Above the central door is a great overnang- 
ing arch with an opening of 19 ft. 6 in. which seems 
originally to have been grilled; of this, only the key- 
stone appears to have been carved. Also, the upper. en= 
tabliture of the facade was apparently brokenby anoth- 
er arch. Between this arch and the great central arch 
was a richly carved and engraved window, having above 
44 the common decoration for the upper parts of windows, 
a great scallop or sea-shell in conventional design. 
Colonettes with spiral columns and Corinthian capitals 
usually ranged on each side. The wall of the facade 
was forthe most part c. 2 ft. 4 in. thick, but consid- 
erable inaccuracy seems to have ruled thruout, variances 
of as much as three-quarters of an inch having been 
found. The front window had an opening of e ft. O.in.3 
there were two other windows, in all probability, above 
the other doors to light the gallery. Likewise, a row 
of less rich windows of smaller jJimensions was ranged 
along the gallery on the East and West; there are also 


a few fragments indicating 4 north window, as well. 


The door between the main synagogue and the outer 
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sanctuary or Court was 5 ft. 6 in. at its opening. It 

is interesting to note a difference of 4 in. in the 
height of the capitals on each side of the door-way, 
which is’ compensated by an equal discrepancy in the 
height of the supporting columns. Possibly one of these 
columns with its capital was a replacement. The dimen- 
sions of the court have already been given. The walls an 
the east end were two inches thick. There was Corinthian 
collonade on the north, west, and south sides, with bases 
smaller than those in the main structure. Inside the 
collonade, it was left open to the sky. Hardly any of 
the bases are left, and those that are are none of them 
in place. There was the same angular corner pillar here 
as in the main builiing. A single double-column, c. 10 
ft. 10 in. in height has been found, of all the columns 
of the court. There were eight doors giving access to 
the court, three on the North, three on the East, and two 
on the South. The north central door was A fi i, ae 
cross and the east central door was 5 ft. ie he a 
lintel of the south-east door has a peculiar interest in 
that it has not a single regularity in its moulding; as 
for the other lintels and mouldings, vanialism nas done 
its worst on several of them. Around the outside of the 
court were rows of half-pillars, as about the main struct- 


ure. The roof of the court was of Roman $id, Similarly. 
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The floor remains in its entirety, although the floor 
of the synagogue itself has been carried off, to the 


last stone, by vandals. 


The front terrace or platform is 10 ft. 3 in. wide, 
running the length of the facade, with a stairway at eacn 
end. Near the east end of this were discovered several 
fragments of the great figure of a lion which probably 
gat there. There may have been a portico over the porcn, 


but, LOLs. 18..n0%, certain, 


It 18 problematical just what the unit of measure 
was which was used by the builders; but it was probably 
the Roman foot, for the proportions of the building are 
Roman. The workmen, similarly, evidently copied as 
faithfully as their skill would allow, from Graeco- 
Roman models, but apparently often without comprehend- 
ing the meaning of what they were so conscienstiously 
following. Nevertheless, in spite of its mixture of 
modes and its inaccuracies, the synagogue is probably 


the best thing of its kind yet discovered. 


The ground plan of the other structure has been 
noted as being in the form of a triple-concentric 
octagon. The outer octagon had a long radius of 74 ft., 


the second one, a long radius of approximately 27 ft., 
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and the inner figure had a radius of about 13 ft.1 The 
Side dimension of the outer octagon, as the radius of 
the two inner ones, was not given by Orfali, but the 
Sides of the two inner octagons measured respectively 
PO@6tt. 01%, end 10 fts Of the inner: wall, there had 
nothing been saved from destruction except for three 
stones, enough however to show that the thickness of 
thewall was 1 ft. 8 in. White limestone and basalt 
were discovered to have been used in the construction 
of the intermediate octagon, but the outer octagon was 
so nearly completely effaced that it was even impossible 
to determine with any certainty whether this outer fig- 


ure had been formed by pillars or by a wall. 


On the floor of this building was discovered a most 
elaborate and beautiful mosaic. Concentric rings, bor- 
dered in black and white composed the outer design. The 
floral motif dominated the intermediary mosaic. The most 
beautiful, perhaps, of the three is the inner mosaic, 
featuring a theme of loti and a design somewhat resembl- 
ing peacock feathers, in colors of red, yellow, and gray, 
nicely graduated. The actual bird itself appears to 


have featured in the center of the design. 


lonese measurements must be regarded as very approximate 
for the formulae used.in obtaining them involved such 
ponderables as the square root on? end. Of 2. 
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There have been numerous attempts at restorations 
in the early history of the building, quite clearly 
discernible. Thewall of the second octagon was ori- 
finally entirely of lime-stone, with a thickness of 
two feet; the restoration is all in basalt and is also 
eight inches thicker than the original. There has been 
a gad attempt at a restoration of the mosaic, in the 
same way, of the intermediate octagon. Although tnere 
ean be no mistaking the fact that these are restora- 
tions, the date at which they were executed can not be 


determined at all. 
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IV. Brief Consideration of the Church at Capernaum 


1. Tradition of the Church. There is a strong Chris- 
tian tradition that there was a Christian Church in 
Capernaum, and it may pay us to deviate from the main 
discussion regarding the synagogue, to consider tnis 

in connexion with the excavations. This tradition, 
which has it that the church was built by Joseph of 
Tiberias on the site of Peter's house in 330 A.D., is 
believed to be genuine by some scholars, talthough there 
is some discrepancy as to the date .~ However, the valid- 
ity of the tradition is called into question by others,/ 
and this brings up the question as to whether there was 


a cburch in the neighborhood at all or not. 


The evidence is conflicting here, but the most 
that can be said, is that, if there is such 4 church, 
it remains yet to be excavated. Christie, wio accepts 
the validity of the tradition, believes that the Octag- 
on, already described, is the remains ofvthe chuneby bat 
Orfali demonstrates that this is not at all likely. He 
accepts the traijition as genuine, nowever, and expresses 


confidence that the church will be excavated on the east 


ees ina cep pega near cereci dh een enn oneeet ante archi nea ESOT CT NT a a nn 


tao Orfali, Ibid, Pp. 105-109; also Christie, LOLA oo 
2 
Orfali has it as 351 A.D. 


cas Sanday, in his article in Hastings Dictionary of Christ 
and the Gospels. Probably because the question is of no 
great importance, modern scholarship on the whole has not 
expressed itself to any extent on this question. 
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side of the site, where there have been no diggings 4s 
yet. In addition to the strength of the tradition re- 
garding the church, he bases his supposition on the inter- 
pretation which he gives to the octagonal structure which 


Ghristie had supposed to be the church itself. 


This octagon must have been a public edifice, judg- 
“ing from its size and proportions.+ Buildings of sucn 4 
shape have been found in poth the. Hast and the West. How- 
ever, we have no right to assert that this must have been 
a Christian monument, simply for the reason that? other 
Cures tian aenema iis of a similar structure have been 
found. The church which tradition ascribes to this place 
was not described as to its shape or form, but what de- 
seription we have does not seem to fit the octagon at all. 
On the other hand the octagon would coincide exactly wita 
what we know of baptistries, with its KoAL PCy Opa, rooadAros 
OLKKOS, and EOWTEPOS OC KOS . This necessitates a 
Christian interpretation of the ornamentation, and tnis 
49 not farto seek, for the peacocs is known to have 

been a very familiar christian emblem of the after-life 
or of eternal life. The familiar form, with the pit at 


the center is exactly what the triple-concentric octsagons 
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seem to be, as noted above. Thus, the explanation 
gains in plausibility, especially when one considers 
that Capernaum was probably the center of an episcopal 
see and thus would be expected to have its own baptist- 
ry. The minimum grant to this conception, at least, 
would be that no more appealing interpretation of the 


Significance of these ruins has been advanced. 


It must be conceded, however, as Orfali claims, 
that if this be allowed, then there appears as a con- 
comitant and necessary sequel the confirmation of the 
tradition regarding the church. At present, the only 
certain conclusion which we may reach is that time 
will tell; all we can do is to wait until the excava- 
tions are completed, and see whether the church comes 
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V. Age of the Synagogue 


1. Usual Position of Modern Scholarship. The des- 
cription of the work and findings at Tell Hum, to- 
gether with the consideration of some of the matters 
under dispute, naturally calls our attention to cer- 
tain problems in connection with the archaeological 
work itself. If Tell Hum is Capernaum, and I do not 
see how there can be reasonable doubt of that any 
longer, and if the Octagon has been resolved into a 
baptistry, and we may let it rest at that, then we 
have only the synagogue itself to consider; and here 
we attack the problem which really must be considered 
to lie at the heart of the whole subject, from the 
point of view of the Biblical student. Orfali has 
put it this way: 
The statement of the problem is simple. 
1. To what type of classical construction does 
the synagogue at Tell Hum correspond? e. Is 
there an absolute unity in the technique of the 
edifice? or rather might it nave undergone some 
reconstructions enough pronounced to permit the 
work of different artistic periods to be distin- 
guished? 3. At what date can one place the con- 


struction of the edifice from the archaeological 
data which we possess? 


The sum total of this, tied in with many necessary 


historical questions, is comprehended in the question 
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which will quite naturally be of more consequence to 

the layman, and to the average student of religion in 
general: Is this the synagogue mentioned in the gos- 
Peis, woere our Lord taught and workea,+ or is it one 
built at some other time, probably two or more centuries 
later? Was this the synacogue donated to the Jews of 
the city by the Centurion, or has that passed away and 
GZiven place to this, which is due to the munificence of 


come later and wealthier patron? 


In regard to. this question, most modern liberal 
scholarship seems to have been content to give the data 
&@ cursory glance and conclude that the synagogue we now 
have is not the first century synagogue which was given 
to the city by the Centurion. “Unfortunately, it seems to 
be on the whole only the more conservative scholarship 
that has taken the pains to make a thorough investiga- 
tion of the facts although there are outstanding ex- 
ceptions; and they, on the other hand, have arrived at 


the exact opposite of the conclusion stated above.” 
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tat, Meakerpan, Ibid, Pp. 74-75; Kohl and Watzinger, 
Antike Synarogen, especially the last three chaps.; 
Barton, Archaeology and the Bible; Kitchener; Schtl- 
rer, Geschicte des Judaisches Volkes; and others, 


fe ae : 
See voor seule, Lbld, py» 55; Orfali, Ibid, Pp.3 and 4, 
also his complete discussion, Pp. 67-101; Duncan, in 
the PRE Quarterly Statement; Sanday, Ibid, p. 270e 
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Discounting something for the fact that they are 
conservative, one inevitably arrives at the conclu- 
Sion that thedata needs re-examination and that one 
must arrive at his conclusion independently of either 
party, Oniy Kohl and Watzi nger, of the liberals, and 
Orfali, of the conservatives, have made by any means 
exhaustive studies, andthe former, on the one hand, 
reached his conclusions far in advance of the comple- 
tion of the excavations, while the latter, on the other 
hand, is &@ Prancisean Friar, and his results, there- 
fore, open to the suspicion, at least, of being some- 


what influenced by apologetic interests. 


The position which is generally accepted by mod- 
ern scholarship may be briefly examined at this point. 
I think it safe to state that Masterman's conclusion, 
apparently almost whimsical, may be safely disregarded. 
He agrees that the synagogue in the New Testament was 
actually erected by the Genturion for Herod Antipas in 
the ery dary part of the first century, fitting in 
with the gospel narrative; but he denies, for some rea- 
son or another, that this synagogue and that are identi- 
cal, preferring to think of this as a contemporary eRe 
that one. Ona similar ground are all other consider- 


ations which would believe that the structure of the 
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Centurion was a more modest structure existing at 

the same time in’the same city. These may be very 
summarily dealt with. These theories are in direct 
opposition to the ‘ ouraywyt in the gospels, and 
also directly contrary to all Known customs. Not 
only does the Seadiec in the gospel quite clearly 
indicate that there was only one synagogue, but the 
excavations have failed to show the slightest nint 

of a sign that there was another synagogue anywhere 
else than in the site of the present one. Nor, if 
this is a first century synagogue is there any suffici- 
ent reason for denying its identity with the one men- 


tioned. 


On the other hand, there is far better reason be- 
hind those who maintain that this synagogue which has 
been brought to light in the excavations, belongs to 
a later date than the New Testament synagogue. This is 
the most commonly accepted position of the present day, 
the date given usually being at some time in the early 
part of the third century. Except for Konl and Wat- 
ginger, whose discussion will be taken up in detail 
shortly, the principal reason which has Tea to these 
conclusions lies in the identifying all the synage ues 


which have been excavated. (Semmaka, Tell Hum, ed-Dikke, 
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Umm el-Kanatir, Umm el-Amed, Irbid, Meron, en-Nabraten 
Kefr Bir'im, ed-Jish) with the same age and time of con- 
struction. As these are all considered as having been 
built in the third century or thereabouts, it follows 


that the synagogue at Tell Hum is likewise third century. 


Ra tehener. bad said that. this, the richest of all 
the synagogues, could only have been built by very 
wealthy patrons, and suggests Antoninus Pius and Alex- 
ander Severus. He places its date as sometime between 


hee eed, 228 kody. 


Kohl and Watzinger are of the firm 
conviction that the donor was Septimus Severus, but 
“place its date as between the years 113 and eo Bs in 
both cases, the argument is that a centurion would not 
be likely to have given so magnificent a structure, but 
that these excessively wealthy Roman patrons could have 
been responsible for such a munificent gift. As Konl 


and Watzinger represent the chief exponents of this posi- 


tion, an investigation of their position will be the most 
facile method for dealing with this point of view. 


2. The Position of Kohl and Watzinger. The thesis of 


these German scholars has already been outlined. The 


lgee Orfali, Ibid, Pp. 74-75 “Op. @it. 
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line of reasoning which they followed we may briefly 
Consider, The principal basis on which they make tueir 
contentions has to do with the archaeological, parti- 
culariy the architectural, evidence. As has been stated, 
these scholars feel that there is a striking uniformity 
in form and organization of all the synagogues which they 
investigated, and that this uniformity can only be ac- 
counted for by assuming that they came from the same pe- 
riod of arenitéectural {evelopment .> Trey have “evidence 
to prove that these, or at least some of them, are tnird 
century, “and it “follows that Tell Hum's -synagogue is, 
likewise. Some of this evidence is the clear testimony 
of inscriptions; some of it is the apparent parallels in 
structural and ornamental development between these build- 


ings and those whose date of construction is known. 


In general, the massiveness of the whole structure 
of the synagogue is characteristically Roman. The nason- 
ry presents such heavy structure as walls two and even 
two and a half feet thick, as has been already noted. 
Special architectural features are likewise to be noted. 
The arrangement of the entabliture, and especially the 


convex frieze, are considered as belonging only to tne 
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time of Hadrian or later. Another example of this is 
in the construction of the Torah Shrine. This construc- 
tion; as«found at Tell Hum, is almost exactly similar 
osthe ‘construction of a-smihar- edifice at Askalon in 
Jerusalem. The inscriptions on this prove it to be from 
Byzantine times. Thus, as late as this, the peculiari- 
ties of structure as at Tell Hum are founda,+ At another 
place, the, authors call our attention to the following: 
Das corinthische Kapitell liegt in verschnie- 
denen Stufen der Ausbildung vor innerhalb deren 
das Kapitell der sess ket von Tell Hum typolo- 
gisch das Alteste ist. Seine Stelle in der Ent- 
wicklung des eer ee Korinthischen Kapitells 
14sst sich genau bestinnen.< 
They go on to deseribe it with meticulous detail 
and to compare it to others in other buildings which 
have been shown to be third century, or thereabouts. 
ewWhtbothngoing tintotthetsame detail;iI believe that it 
may be granted that they have made their case tot he 
extent that this capital is similar to those wWwhicm tney 
have discovered in the other structures, and that indic- 


ations are that on the whole, the stage of development 


shown here is comparable to that so often discovered in 


third century structures. 


Within the limits of this paper, it is not possible 
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to take up in detail all of the examples along similar 
lines which these @iuieue nave brought forward to de- 
Monstrate the truth of their position. It must be 
granted that they have been nearly exhaustive in their 
treatment of the architecture and that the comparisons 
which they have drawn are quite irrefutable. They have 
made their case, in so far as they have tried to show 
that the majority of the architectural features agree 
With corresponding features in buildings wnich were known 
to have been built from the second through the fourth 
eentury. . One who.is in no.sense an architect, even in 
an amateur way, would nesitate to attempt to confute 


the statements of these men who are skilled profession- 


al architects. 


However, it seems to me that it is of very great 
importance. to point, out, the grave difficulties under 
which they are laboring. For, in taking the position 
which is in opposition to the orthodox, they are sei- 
ting up a new thesis, which it is their problem to de- 
fend. In other words, they are in the position of the 
affirmative side in a debate which must rigidly rule 
out every negative instance! The reason for this is 
Simple; if everything else were equal, none could deny 


that the synagogue at Tell Hum is the synagogue of the 
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gospel story, for it is the only one of which we have 

any record. Thus, one wno undertakes the task of es- 
tablishing the theory that this was not the Centurion's 
Synagogue must prove, not that it is untrue that this 
synagogue MUST have been built in the first century, on 
the basis of the architectural evidence; this is not what 
he must do. He must show that by no means COULD this and 
the synagogue of the Gospels have been the same. This 
amounts to the statement that the burden of the proof 
falls on him and that a single negative instance destroys 
his woole argument. For, unless this synagogue could not 
have built except in the third century or later, then it 
could have been built in the first century, and the nat- 


ural supposition is that it was, if this is so. 


The above sounds more like an excerpt rea a theo- 
logical or philosophical treatise than one from a paper 
which is to deal with such sober and hard-headed things 
as facts. But it is very important. For unless one 
grasps the logic of that, he will probably always re- 
main more convinced by the comprehensive study of the 
architectural problem which these authors have made, than 
he will by the more meagre results brought forward in 
contravention of their position. This holds true, of 


course, only for the architectural data. In the case of 
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the symbolism, there is no development to be traced; it 
merely remains true that certain symbolism was character- 
istic of one period and peetaan other symbolism more so 
Of another. =\Sojsthencase of the historical considerations 
which may be involved is similarly not so strongly affect- 
ed by this necessity. However, it is nevertheless to be 
noted that in the whole discussion, unless evidence for 
the third century date can be advanced which is several 
degrees stronger than that for the first century date,the 
natural supposition must be conceded to be valid. It is 
not as though there had been discovered a synagogue which 
archaeologists were at a loss to identify; we are dealing 
with a discovery which we have every reason to believe is 


an old friend. One who undertakes to deny this must ad- 


vance most excellent reasons for his doing so, 


It must be admitted, of course, that this premise 
does not hold good if one deny the genuineness of the 
gospel passages which refer to the synagogue. But I 
know of no trustworthy scholar who has undertaken to 
disestablish this. Nor is there any conceivable reason 
why the genuiness of these passages should be denied. 
Possibly these asseverations are premature, butrtheir 
special application is, as has been stated, to the 


architectural evidence in particular. Bearing these 
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things in mind, we are ready to condider the symbolism 
of the synagogue, and the interpretation which Kohl and 


Watzinger put upon it. 


The basic carving of the synagogue, four cornered 
stone leaves, and a mosaic from small stones is com- 
parable to similar work discovered at Kefr Kenna, in 
connexion with third century inscriptions. It is like- 
Wise true that all the inscriptions found in the neigh- 
borhood tend to substantiate a similar date. These mo- 
saics are lacking in earlier Galilean synagogues, almost 
Peri On one length of frieze there is pictured a 
cart which has an apparent similarity to those which 
were used by the Roman emperors from c. 135 to 220 ee 
These two pieces of carving, are strongly emphasized in 


the German writers' discussion of the problem. 


The investigation and analysis of the ornamentation 
of itself makes an intriguing study. Upon a careful in- 
vestigation, this may be seen to be divided into two 
classes of motifs, the design motif, made up of combina- 
tions of floral representation or else simple geometrical 
figures, and the faunal motifs, including all the animated 
carving. In the use of the latter in particular, but 
also in the symbols of some of the former, Kool and Wat- 
ginger find ample evidence that the author of the syna- 


gogue was influenced primarily by a desire to evince a 
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Pecognition of Roman imperial sources for the building 


itself. 


In addition to the two examples given above, and 
stressed particularly by these authors, the following 
ornamentation is described in detail in Orfali's work:+ 
Pointed rosettes, stars, and fruits make up the main 
part of the decoration. The combinations of the penta- 
gon and the octagon, and the knot and the circle, fig- 
ure prominently. Raisins and pomegranates, and the 
palm-tree, are also conspicuous. These latter, togeth- 
er with the wreath, which Kohl and Watzinger emphasize 
in particular, are considered as rere ari Ge eat 
of the leter Roman emperors. They likewise hold that 
the scallop which figures so often above the lintels of 
the windows had a connexion with the water sprites and 
deities which figured in the Roman religion, and thus, 


“must have been imported by the emperors. 


The olive tree is conspicuou by its absence, as 
are also a majority of the synagogue furnishings, 4s 
parts of thedecoration. The candelaorum is used in 


unique association with the sofar and Lloulab, as is 


1 


the Thorah uniquely represented. The eagle is mucn 
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used in the decoration and is likewise considered as 
primarily, even necessarily, an imperial emblem by 
the writers. The most disturbing features, from the 


orthodox point of view, are the 
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Pation of the lion and the centaur, as well as little 
Winged loves. These last two can have nothing but a 


pagan significance. 


The presence of the animated figures in the syna- 
Gogue presents a real problem. Such motifs in the dec- 
oration must be supposed 4s in direct opposition to the 
Mosaic law regarding graven images which was so rigor- 
ously enforced and defined and further limited by the 
Rabbinic rule. The Roman symbolism seems also to indi- 
cate that the gift of the synagogue must have been by 
ones who directly influenced the architect and his de- 


Signing. 


Nicht die Juden selber, denen auch kann die 
reichen Mittel flr so monumentale Bauten zur Ver- 
figunge standen, haben aus eigener Initiative die 
Synagogen erbaut; sie sind ihnen vielmehr aus 
,fremden Mitteln gestiftet worden, von einer Seite, 
die ihnen wohlwollend, aber ohne tiefere Kenntnis 
ihrer Religion und ihrer Sitten gegentiberstand.. 
Die Stiftung’ von Synagogen durch "gottesfulrchtig oN 
Heiden, die den Judentum shresympathien bez ungen 
wollten, ist ein in Altertum nicht ungewohlicher 
eater der literarisch und inschriftlich bezeught 
ist. 


le and W., Ibid, p.203 
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Thus, Kohl and Watzinger conclude that the Cen- 
turion could not have been the donor of this synagogue. 
Thiea mode of decoration being in direct opposition to 
the desires of the Jews, they would have resisted it 
strenuously had it been from a source as near to them 
and one no more awful than the Centurion would be. Nor 
Nor is it sufficient explanation to say that the Cen- 
turion must have been a Roman, and therefore all the 
Roman elements in the symbolism areexplained. In addi- 
tion to the fact that his presence in the town itself 
would preclude the possibility of his making such blun- 
ders, as already noted, it is very doubtful whetser he 
were a Roman at all or not. R.D. Middleton suggests 
that the Genturion mentioned was in all probability 4 
member of Herod's army and therefore not a Roman. A 
Centurion, being comparable to a captain in our own 
army, would hardly be expected to be 4 personage of e¢- 


nough importance, not to say wealth, to build such a 


magnificant structure. 


If. the synagogue was not the one built by the igen- 


turion, then it was not the one mentioned in the gos- 


pels and we are free to surmise as to its age and origin. 
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Kon and Watzinger prefer to consider that, in the 
light of the third century evidence, this building 

Was given to the Jews by Septimius Severus and Cara- 
Galla and their successors. The erection of a syna- 
g~ogue in a prominent place must have required the per- 
mission of the Roman state, and the most likely solu- 
“tion of the problem is that the synagogue was the 

gift of the Caesars themselves.+ This would explain 

the symbolism offensive to the Jews and also the van- 
dalism which has already been noted. For, so long as 
the emperor was alive, they would not wish to offend 
him, but as soon as he was dead, would hasten to de- 
molish, as completely as possible those things which 
they considered as, impious. ) This would also, explain 
the negligence of the Talmudic rule to set the syna- 
gogue in the highest place in the city.© All the syna- 
gogues\in Galilee lie in prominent places, but with the 
exception of those at Kefr Bir'im, Khirbet Senmaka, and 
the.principal one at @l-dish, this:Rabbiniec admonition 
seems not. to, have..been observed. This indicateia re- 
laxation.in the rules, and. thus a date after Rabbinism 


74 
had. reached its height and was on the decline.” 


——— — < a CC A A ES ES RN A 
a ore ee A 


me anavee, Lbid, p. 205 “Cf. Dembitz, Article 
"Synagogue" in the Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol. XI.Pp.623d- 
630c. The. Talmud urges the men of a city "To build a 
synagogue, buy a book of the Law, the Prophets, and the 
Hagiographa." The synagogue, if possible, is to be on the 
highest and most conspicuous point in the city. 


?e and W, Ibid, p. 138 


7 ee. 


edt oi ,teiy ueptenos of tehetq tsgoisieW bas Laok 


. 
gnLliud eid? ,sonebive yiwinen batds edt to tages 


iia) xe suvsved eniolttqse yd ewot edt ot asvis een 
cea 
“Aiy Ss = Te moftjos19 oif .s%Cse9noue tieds bas elt ; 


4499) sid li ct dl eved feum soalg tnemtmotg 8, nt ou3 0) 
a 
autos qfeati Suom og Ens <shitte nemo edt To, notes 


eit 2aw bisosonce ed¢ ted et neidoug edz to mont 


i 


aisigxs Lives elit “.eevisemed?s eteeesd. odd. *o itt 


a eel oft cbla bone ewst sft ot syienso me llodmye “ae 
82 ghof Se ;40% = ,hedon nesd ¢heetis sad dotdw metiae 


AhetrO et detn on Blues vod? ,svita esw oteqns ods 


_ 


=8lL of moseei bivow ,bash edw sd-e2 nooa gs tod tt 
Aetie eunids seont eidiseca ax vletelgnos ea «det fon < 
mielgxs osis hiuow eilait euotqnt 4 beapbLesiao yon 


-SLYS ant Foe o2 sium sthtelstT sdé to sonsahizen oaF 


tall ¢ 5 
$ 


“Baye edt Lid .ytte sdg af sosig taetnid edd At- eNa0e 


$s défia tud ,esoatg inenimorqg ot stl eeliied at 38 203 


ons 4 eRaarse | poduidy woi'siG @%98R te evods to nottqeox 


a eteae 
poli inonbse sinidds® stds sHetb- i¢ a eno Tsqhonive wt, 


“8% g teseofin! aiaT .bhevisedo ised eved ae m9: © 
meiniddarl to3tz 9tei s eu t brs orton 98 ab gona 


es sdy ao ese bee ieee. est Berlasey & 


=i Bists1A ,Stidaed .I67 &G 5 5.2 
=bbSa.qi.Ix .toV ,atheqoloyons defen ef 
& bllud of" ytlo 6 to nen sdt esgie b - 
Sas Gnas ,etengord edt .wal sdt to wood ; 
edz mo ed oF ef eld ieaog TE ,susopeaye 


= -¥iic sdz at tatog ‘suave Lqanog oe ¢ 
: ae og ike 


2® i ap a 


VI. Age of the Synagogue (Cont'd) 


YD SRE RE EID OER SES SNES SORE rere eee Se eS ES 
ee 


Orfali quotes Gaptain Wilson as saying in 1871: “If 
Tell Hum is Capernaum, then its synagogue is that which 
was built by the Roman centurion." He adds that it can 
now be shown to be a fact that Tell Hum is Capernaun,. 
The question which remains is whether the conclusion of 
Captain Wilson follows from his eer ts It most cer- 
tainly does, unless the evidence to the contrary can ‘be 
shown so strong as to rule out any good possibility of 
identifying the epenvationa at Tell Hum with the famous 


synagogue. 


In considering the architectural evidence proposed 
by Kohl and Watzinger, three things must be borne in 
mind; one of these ig in their favor; the other two 
most decidedly are not. In the first place, all due 
respect must be paid to their skill and knowledge along 
architectural lines. One hesitates to take issue with 
them on grounds on which they appear as undoubted au- 
thorities. But it must be likewise borne in mind that 
the conclusions reached by these experts were propounded 
a number of years in advance of the completion of the 


excavations, in fact, at a stage when they could scarcely 
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See Orfali,. Ibid,.p. 74 
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be said to be more than well begun. Other scholars 
have been willing, seemingly, to take their word in 
the matter and accept their conclusions with no in- 
vestigation of their own, or only a cursory one of a 
day or so. In the second place, as has been noted, 
the conclusions of these authors were based on the re- 
Sults of investigations carried on over a period of 
less than thirty-three days. If these two facts are 
taken into account, we need not be quite so hesitant 
@bout pointing out defects, even in the architectural 


evidence which they propose. 


It seems strange that Kohl and Watzinger should 
have been so insistent on the necessary similarity of 
periods at which the Galileean synagogues must have 
been built. That is merely an arbitrary statement and 
cannot be shown to be a fact. The similarity of arcni- 
tecture, even if we were to grant as close a similarity 
as these men find, does not by any means preclude the 
possibility of divergent dates for construction. For as 
Orfali has pointed out,? every synagogue known today was 
technically and structurally identical. It would indeed 
be a desperate hypothesis which should endeavor to prove 
that every ancient synagogue which has been excavated 


was built at the same time! Yet, if we were to accept 
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the hypothesis on which our friends’ case is built, 

we would have to admit that. Not to mention the fact 
that the evidence for third century dates in the case 
of several of the other synagogues considered is by no 
means conclusive, it must be admitted tnat each syna- 
gogue must be considered by itself, and its date must 
be assigned on the architectural parallels woich may 
occur anywhere, not only in structures for a similar 
purpose, but in any buildings which show features re- 
Sembling closely those discovered in the individual 
building. It is to be an accepted working basis, there- 
fore, that the synagogue at Tell Hum is to be consider- 


ed independently of the other synagogues. 


Mum of the architecture would indicate a third 
century date; most of it could be of that time. But 
it becomes evident, upon a careful examination, that 
many of the features which indicate this late date are 
the result of alterations made after the original con- 
struction of the synagogue. There is no literature to 
indicate whether or not this has been done, but the 
Signs of it in the building itself are ban etpkatie” 
It is very clear that the Theba has been moved from 


the north to thes outh end of the building. None but 
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an idiot would deliberately plan a building in which 
the main article of furniture was built squarely a- 
cross. the. central door. Yet that is where the Theba 
was found at this synagogue. Before 70 A.D., the 

Torah Ark could have stood against the north wall, as 
it evidently did in the Tell Hum synagogue, but after 
that time, it would not have been tolerated.? In most 
of the Galileean synagogues, this Ark was originally 
built on the south end of the synagogue, and the doors 
at the other end. However, anyone who would attempt 
to identify all of the synagogues as being governed by 
strict rabbinic rule, would be somewhat inconvenienced 
to explain why the Theba was at the EAST end of tne 
Synagogue at Kefr east ee There are certain parts of 
the frieze which show indibitable signs of restoration, 
probably necessitated by earth-quakes, and some of the 
capitals stand out as conspicuously of a later date than 
the rest, evident Pret eeanent a. perhaps for a similar 
Peeeon Other inconsistencies and signs of bad judg- 
ment lead us to the same conclusion. The inferiority 


of the materials in thecourt is to be explained dif- 
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lpunean, Pk Ne eo a “jacobs, Article "Syna- 
gogue Architecture" in the Jewish Encyclopedia, Vol. 
oe eee o fees 3) For a complete discussion 


of the reconstruction, see Orfali, Pp. 71-77 
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ferently,t but where basalt appears in the main struc- 
ture in the place of the usual lime-stone, one at once 


detects something other than poor workmanship. 


It is these modifications, in large part, which 
have the classical form which is common to the period 
from the first through the third centuries and which 
Kohl and Watzinger considered to be Hadrianic. But 
many of these features have been found to exist long 
previous to 2 Seta The "Prise bombee" was evident- 
ly borrowed from Greece and is as old as the fourth 
century B.C. at least. There was no Jewish art at any 
time, but generally a style Graeco-Roman influenced by 
Oriental taste. One has only to examine any of the 
principal Jewish buildings of either Judea or Galilee 
in the centuries shortly before or shortly after Christ, 
to see the force of this statement. The Roman civil 
basilica was best adapted to the assemblies of the people 
and must have furnished the plan type for all these syna- 
gogues, especially the one at Capernaum. But the arrange- 
ment of the columns is peculiar, corresponding not so 
much to the basilica as to the great dining halls of 
some of the wealthy Roman households. Tne ruins of the 


Symposium of the festal hall of. Ptolemy Philadelphus 
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lyne qual blocks were probably furnished from the quarry 
ana the best reserved for the main structure. Orfalieé, 
oid, 0.74 
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Biter some very strixing analogies in the architecture 
of the colonnades.(283-247 B.C.) It is very easy to 
suppose that the transverse row of columns behind the 
Statue of the goddess in the Parthenon inspired the 
placing of @ dimilar transverse row behind the Theba 
where’ the sacred roll was kept, at Tell Hum. The two 
rows of benches along the side were also borrowed from 
the basilica. The angular columns are duplicated out- 
Side of Palestine in Pompeii, Alexandria, Gerasa and 
the Portico of Khirbet Belat, going back to the Ptolem- 
f4es and Seleucids. Orfali quite justly remarks; 
jon peut done’ supposer que cette particuli- 

arite dans les piliers d*angle...resulte d'un 

emprunt fait a l'art estranger, dont liusage en 

Palestine ,remonterait a une gpoque ulterieure eu 


a 5 ee < F - ‘= 
regne d'Herode, ce principe etant applique dans 


les petits monuments d'Absalom et de Zacharie dans 
la vallée du Gedron.1 


Similarly with the Corinthian capitals which have 
been remarked: it is certain that from the very be-« 
ginning, this style of capital took a variegated forn, 
and that at any period in its development, several dif- 


& Fon] Tie of 5 ~y \r ~ + + |j 
ferent types might be found.” Speaking of Greek Corinth- 


jan capitals, Hamlin says: 
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Indeed the variety and disparity among the 
different examples prove that we have here only 
the first steps toward the evolution of an inde- 
pendent order, Which it Was reserved for the 
Romans to. develop fully.” 

In view of such circumstances in the very nati-« 
mity of this style of capital, it would seem hazard- 


ous at best to attempt to place any particular capital 


Of this style at some closely defined date. 


The height of the bases of the columns, though 
here greater than in any other synagogue, is common 
to.most of them, as well.as to .some ancient oriental 
edifices and some triumphal arches dating from the lat- 
Ger part of the first century B.c. Other discoveries 
of bases of similar nature, in Galilee and also outside, 
have led to the conslusion that the architecture is Hell- 
enistic. The peculiar swelling of the bases is due to 
esthetic influences which escape us. Certain it is 
that there is nothing about them to suggest a date any 
dater than the first century B.C. 

Goncerning the Rabbinic and Talmudic precedents, 
as regards the architecture, it is 4 fatal error to sup- 


pose that variations from Rabbinic regulation necessi- 


tate a late date for the synagogue. The argument that 
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luamlin, History of Architecture, p. 54 
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the Jews would not have tolerated Greek or Roman modes 
in the first century is weakened by the knowledge of 
the aid that the Jews received from Phoenicia in con- 
structing Solomon's Temple, and the later aid from 
Persia in rebuilding le The precedence of the Talmud- 
ic regulation, as will be noted later, did nott ake ef- 
fect so early as the opening of the first century. Ac- 
cording to Tossefta, the Rabbinic rule requires that 
the doors of the synagogue should be in the East, op- 
posite the Theba; yet to the only synagogue where this 
precept seems to have been observed, Kohl and Watzinger 


themselves give a date sometime in tne thiracentury. 


Probably the safest conclusion which one may reach 
with regard to the architectural data adduced, is that 
the results are negative. They do not prove, nor can 
they be shown to make for even a strong supposition that 
the synagogue was built either in the first or in ceri 
third centuries. On architectural evidence alone, tne 
first century date does not seem very seriously to be 


challenged. 


When one comes to consider the ornamentation, tne 


point at which Kohl and Watzinger were supposed to have 


1 00k, Article "Review of Father Power's Review of Or- 
fali's Work" in the PEF Quarterly Statement, for July, 
eo2o, Pp. L539 
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presented the most invulnerable front, I find tnat of 
all the archaeological evidence, this is the weakest 
for a third century date. one of the best ways to ob- 
serve symbolism classified according to unmistakable 
dates, is to make a study of contemporary E0.ne. Li 
one compare the coins in the British museum woich were 
minted at the time of Septimus Severus with those whicn 
come from the various Herods, the conclusion is so in- 
evitable as to be almost of itself destructive of the 
case for the third century. Such a study yields the 


following results; 


Of the Severan coins, three were discovered at 
Sebaste with no symbolism appearing in the ornamenta- 
tion of the synagogue at all; at Ascalon, three were 
found with cornucopiae on them, one with 4 palm-brancn 
on it, three others with no comparable symbolicm at 
all; at Eleutheropolis, two coins with a goddess hold- 
ing a cornucopia; at Gaza, there were sixty coins dis- 
dovered with a aimilar device, fifty with the city god- 
dess holding a cornucopia; at Raphia there were four 
coins discovered with no comparable devices at ali. 
The sum total of this ts, that except for the cornu- 
copia, which figures all through ancient civilization 


as a common symbol, yet appears only two or three times 
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in the synagogue, practically none of the more con- 
mon features of the ornamentation of the synagogue 


at Tell Hum were favored symbols of Severus. 


On the other hand, the coins of the Herodian 
period tell an entirely different story. “The coins 
of Herod I. discovered are as follows: ten discover- 
ed with a tripod on one side and palm branches on the 
other; four more with a poppy nead on one siue and a 
palm-branch on the other; two others with a paln- 
branen on one side; two others featuring palm pranch- 
eg on both sides; one with an anchor on one side and 
on the other a double cornucopia; there were twenty 
of these; there were twenty more found with palm-brancn- 
es in the design on both sides; and five with a cornu- 
copia and an eagle on one side. There were ninety coins 
of Herod Antipas found with palm-branches on one side; 
and one coin found with a palm-branch on one side and a 


wreath on the other. 


The coins of Herod Archelaus and Herod Agrippa 
show these features: ninety with 4 double cornucopia 
on one side; eleven with a wreath on one side; six 
with a wreath around a medallion; one with the CLuy 
goddess holding 4 cornucopia; anotuer with Nike on 


one side holding a wreath and 4 palm-brancn; and anotn- 
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er with an eagle holding a wreath in its beak. If we 
Beron to consider the: coins of Agrippa L1.; we find; 
four with an inscription within a wreath; two others 
with the same device on one side; ninety with the city 
goddess holding a cornucopia; twelve with a Nike hold- 
ing a palm-branch; another with an inscription within 
&@ wreath; thirty with a double crossed cornucopia; and 


two more with an inscription in a wreath.+ 


The conclusion is inevitable. Here we nave the 
same prominence of the cornucopia as on the Severan 
coins; this is quite natural, that the symbol of plenty 
should be a prominent feature on coinage. Il1ts presence 
here may thus be discounted on the coins of both pe- 
riods. Which leaves one lone coin with a palm-branch 
on it from Severan times, to stand against the multitude 
with varied decoration on them from the Herodian pe- 
riod which is duplicated, in fact, used extensively in 


2 
the Tell Hum synagogue. 


The ornamentation shows both Roman and Hebrew in- 
fluences. The Manna-pot, Passover-lamb, palm-tree, 


heads, wreaths, and shells are all characteristically 


Ss 


i: : 
For a description of these coins see Hill, A Catalogue 
of the Greek coins of Palestine Pp. 30-259 


Te and compare the description of the symbolism on 
Pp. 43 and 44 
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Hebrew,(tne two last pace Kohl and Watz inger.)1+ THe 
Fagle is usually considered as Roman, but both it and 
the wreaths and palm-tree parts are also associated 
withetheshterodia@naprinces.:: Theclionsef Judah, flower 
and fruit combinations, the seven-branched candle- 
stick, and occasionally the shofar and lulab are lixe- 
wise characteristic of the hewa.° Teeacarnyed arches of 
two of the ancient city-gates (one the so-called "Gold- 
en Gate") in Jerusalem display rich acanthus foliage 
Somewhat like that of the tombs, but more vigorous and 


rican.” 


In addition, Orfali points out that the pointed 
rosettes, stars, and fruits are very common on the 
funeral monuments of the Jews. The pentagon and Octa- 
gon, and the knot and circle are both ancient charms 
against demonic possession. The most frequently ap- 
pearing fruits in the decoration, raisins and pome- 
granates, are traditionally symbolic of Palestinian 
fertility. The wreath appears frequently on Syrian 
burial monuments. Regarding the cart, which the other 


authors were so certain had a distinctly imperial sig- 
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mMiticance, it is to be noted that there is no trace 
of a team. A much more reasonable explanation is 
that this is supposed to be the tea danwn  , the 
sacred cart of Diana of the Ephesians, or else the 
"Cart of the Sun," an idea borroweg@ from Syrian myth- 
Ology; this sort of borrowing occurred in many in- 


stances in Jewish architectural decoration. 
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Finally, if this were the gift of Septimius Sever- 


us or some other emperor of that time it is indeed 
strange that there is no inscription to that effect. 
For Sept. Severus and his son sought to immortalize 
themselves by putting an inscription on a mile-stone 
on a road near Sidon, saying that they had repaired 
the roaa.+ If he thought so much of this feat, it is 
strange that he took no pains to assure himself of the 
credit for such a magnificent gift as this truly beau- 
tiful synagogue. One Jewish inscription in Palestine 
has been found, but it is not a dedicatory one, to 56. 
Severus; it is a supplicating inscription, made, no 
doubt to appease his wrath, not to nonor him for any 
charity he had committed. As for AntoninusrPius, ane 
literature which makes careful note and record of his 


gift of a candelabrum to @ synagogue, is silent as to 
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Thomson, Ibid, p. 638 
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, : i . 
such a gift as a synagogue itself.” Although these 
facts do not disprove the possi bility of these emper- 
ors' having been the donors, they do subtract from the 
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2)°Historical Considerations. Kohl and Watzinger at- 
tacked the possibility of the Centurion's having given 
the Tell Hum synagogue on two grounds:* Shey. feacte le 
quitecout-of the= range of possibilities that. a centuri- 
on should have the means to build such a magnificent 
structure, on the one hand; and on the other, they 

felt that the ornamentation and the later vandalisa, 

were best éxplainea if*the third century emperors-were 

to be taken as the benefactors. As far as the evidence 
of the ornamentation goes, it seems that just the reverse 
of their contention holds true. The ornamentation shows 
that the builder had an intimate acquaintance with the 
customs and symbolism of the Jews, but that he was also 
affected by Hellenistic and Herodian influences. A 
Genturion was a Ronm army officer, whether or no he were 
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a part of Herod's army; if he were a member of that 
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army, it becomes even easier to explain the ornamenta- 
hi0on. This would acgount for all three aspects of it: 


the Roman, the Jewish, and the Herodian and Hellenistic. 


explanations 


La 


Thus, there are far more plausibl 
of the vandalism than as a reaction after the death of 
the donor, to be found in historic sequences. The ani- 
mated figures would undoubtedly be considered as oppos- 
ed ‘to Mosaic law, but the first century Galileeans were 
subject much more to Hellenistic influences than to 


Fi 
Rabbinic. The vandalism is therefore explained by Orfali 


. 
2 


as due to a Jewish iconoclast uprising in the end century. 
Ghristie suggests that this demolition might have occurr- 
ed when the Sanhedrin was moved from Jamnia to Tiberias 
in the middle of the .second -century,.(¢.135 A.D.) when 
Rabbinism would have developed an extreme intolerance 

of things ne ed The Zealot party of the Jews was fora- 
éd in the last years of the reign of Herod I. and they 

it was who tore down the eagle, in all probability, or 


at least instigated the mob to tear it down, which Herod 


See cienery of the Bible, p. l2da. At Jerash, there has 
been discovered an elaborate Noachian mosaic in a synagogue 
floor; both human figures as well as animals appear in the 
Mosaic. Yet this mosaic is most certainly earlier than 

the third century, for a Christian Church has been built 
apove It. 
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had carved over the door of the Temp et 


their influence extended up into Galilee, could easily 
a P 


have been responsible for simhkler destruction in 


synagogue at Capernaun, 


ike sli arguments which are used by Kohl and 


Watzinger, based on the probabl@ change of stringency 


and relaxation in Judaic lepalism, these are treacher- 


Gus, It is very difficult to ascertain, with any Gea- 


sure of gertainty just where and at what time the rules 
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rs 


were being stringently observed and were and when they 
were in a very lax condition. So eminent an authority 


as George Foote Moore has said regarding this: 


t  .We have no reason to question that the 
synagogue and its services had essentially the 
game character before the destruction of Jerusalem 
as after. This is confirmed by the descriptions 


Philo cives of the worship in Alexanarian synagogues 
i p e Wr ea 
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It seems fair to say, however, tnat in so far as 
the history of Rabbinism goes, the evidence points a- 


gainst a later date for the synagogue rather than towards 


The assumption by Kohl and atu neer and others 
h 


Genturion would not have the means to build 
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Mathews, Hist. of New Testament Tines in Palestine, 
Portes 
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Moore, Judeism, Vol. l., P- 290 
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Such a synagogue as this, is groundless. The benefi- 
eence of the Centurion was recognized not only by the 
gospel writers, but also by an Hallachiec author of tne 
Same time. Soldiers of Rone were known peenuerin to 
do building work as is testified by the fact that the 
key-stones of the temple at Heliopolis had Latin writ- 
ing°on them, rather a clear indication of work by ko- 


man soldiers. At this time, it is to be remembered 


lical synagogue was a modest one is not reasonable; as 
has been shown, it seems clear that there was only one 
synagogue at Capernaum; is it lixely that CGCapernaun, 
important as it was, would not have had a truly eauti- 
ful synagogue, when so humble a town as Nazareth nad 
one of white lime-stones? The only description we have 


of this synagogue fits that of the one which has been 


excavated. 


On the other hand, if this Centurion were 4 ae 
ber of Herod's army, it is easily to be’ understood that 
Herod himself could have given material assistance in 
the creation of the synagogue. During the reign of 
tirst twent 
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Herod I., and especially in the 
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Orfali, Ibid, Pp. 84 and 85 
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the firstocentury beforerGhrist, Herod.instituted a 
lavishebuilding program. This was.notsonky military 
butealso.embraced the construction of many public 
buildings. Almost every city he visited was the re- 
Gipient of.some of.this architectural pounty.+ nigel 

like manner, Herod Antipas of Galilee was a great builid- 
— He bullt the city -or Tiberias ¢. 26 A.D. and It 
grew so rapidly that he made it his capital, even though 
Sepphoris always remained larger.- In Herod's contest 
With Antigonus, the Galileeans joined themselves with 
his cause in great ance a and thus, the Herodian 
house must have been favorable to Galilee from the 
Start. Herod's reign was marked by an increase in 
Hellenism, though it seems to have affected Jewish 
religious life within Palestine itself not very much.> 


This would account very satisfactorily for the Hellenis- 


tic elements in the synagogue. 


Due. to the dislike of the Roman conquerors of the 


iJ 
u 
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third century and the buffetings Capernéum re 
their hands, and due to its wavering allegiance, it is 
very unlikely that the synagogue could have been built 
by cthein muaifiireence,».-There is not the least hint in 


literature that.Antoninus Pius, whom Kitchener nominated 
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IMathews, Ibid, Pp. 122,122 Ibid, p. 151 
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for the honor, ever favored the Jews, nor is there 
any inscription to make this likely. As for Alex- 
ander Severus, he reversed Jesus Christ and Abraham 
&8 private gods and could have had nothing to do with 


the building of the synagogue.+ 


But the choice of Septimius Severus by. Kohl and 
Watzinger is- indeed most Strange. He was a military 
usurper, receiving nis power from the soldiers, whose 
favor he continually cirrued. The senate and a lerge 
part of the provincial aristocracy were opposed to him; 
the result was a reign of terror that spread all over 
Gaul and the Hast.* Pescennius Niger was the Syrian 
pretender to the throne, and he was supported warmly 
by the Palestinians; they even acclaimed him ge ees. 
Although S. Severus was beneficent to some cities, on 
the whole, his attitude toward them was oppressive, as, 
for example in Antioch in eorcee His radical and ruth- 
hess measures were due to the low financial condition 
Of the empire, but the money he acquired was used for 
furthering his own ends. Syria and the Danube were far 
from flourishing all through his reign; there was no 


peace and therefore little ery a 
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lorfali, fae Ks aay 2 ee = Rostoftzeff, Social and 
Economic History of the Roman Empire, Pp. 352, 353 


patton, History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman 
Empire, Pp. 130-136. Rostoftzeff, Ibid, p. 358 
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But his (Severus) unforgiving temper, stimu- 
lated by avarice, indulged a spirit of revenge, 
where there wags no room for apprehension, The imost 
considerable of the provincials...were punished by 
death, exile, and especially by the confiscation 
of his estates. Many cities of the Kast were stripp- 
ed of their ancient honors, and obliged to pay into 

the treasury of Severus four times the amount of 

the sums contributed by them for the service of 

Niger.1 

He revived the Imperial Cult and introduced his 
own image into the shrines and legionary chapels. 
"Never before, except in the time of Caligula and Domi- 
tion, wes the imperial cult more personal and more dy- 
nastic." In view of all these facts, and with the ad- 
ditional knowledge that Severus vowed revenge on the 
Palestinians for their alliance with Pescennius Niger, 


no more fantastic candidate could have been cnosen, un- 


less it were Caracalla, as a patron. 


The history of Capernaum seems to preclude the 
possibility of the synagogue having been built in the 


third century, or mearly that late. As Orfali says: 


La construction de ,la Synagogue de Tell Houm 
ne saurait @tre rapportce quta une periode de 
pien-étre et de prospérite, ayant precede les, 
grands soulevements de 70 et de 132 de notre ere. 


We know from our study of the history that the time 


—— 
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1 4Abbon, Ibid, P.143 “Rostoftzeff, Ibid,P.356 
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of Capernaum’s greatest prosperity was not in the third 
century, but in Christ's eouid . 2 The KORN which Jo- 
sephus described would hardly be more likely than the 
first century Capernaum to be able to support and to 


merit such an imposing structure as this one is. 


But, if there were an important synagogue at Cap- 
ernaum in Christ's time, and the one now excavated is 
supposed to be different, it is problematical, to say 
the least, what could have happened to the earlier one 
in scarcely more than two hundred years, In this re- 
gard, the regulation regarding rebuilding does not 
help matters much. 

It is not proper to demolish a synagogue 
and then to build a new one, either on the same 
spot or elsewhere; but the new one should be 
built first, unless the walls of the old one 
show signs of failing.¢ 
In the last sentence, there may be some comfort 

for those who deny the identity of this with the 
gospel synagogue. But it is slight comfort. In any 


case, the whole hypothesis is seriously forced and 


rests on little firm basis that can be discovered. 
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In conclusion, a brief review of the evidence 
will serve to show the almost certain validity of the 
first century identification. From an architectural 
point of view, it is clear that although the synagogue 
could have been built in the third century, it is quite 
as possible that it was built in the first. The most 
that could be granted tothe supporters of the later 
date is that the architectural evidence is inconclusive. 
On the other hand, the ornamentation can only by the 
greatest Manipulation be taken as third century in any 
measure, while the major portion of it can be clearly 
shown as first century or earlier. From the point of 
view of Rabbinic law, considered in conjunction with 
the unmistakable tokens or reconstruction, everytning 
seems to favor the earlier and not the later date. And 
finally, historical considerations make the third 
century date practically out of the question. It would 
seem quite safe to say that one who visits Tell Hum 
today may have the privilege or looking upon the ruins 
of the actual synagogue in which Our Lord healed and 


taught. 
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